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, . Richard Schassburger 
partment of Energy 
cky Flats Office 
I. Box 928 
lden, Colorado 80402-0928 

,: Operable Unit 1 Extension Request 

ar Mr. Schassburger: 

000020543 

This is in response to your letter of February 8, ,1994, in which DOE requested 
ensions- to the Interagency Agreement (IA) Table 6 milestones for Operable Unit 1 
U 1). EPA and CDH find good cause to grant an e<fension to the schedule primarily 
;ed on the last reason cited, which is the need to incorporate recent efforts to develop a 
isistent, programmatic approach for conducting CMS/FS across all OUs at Rocky Flats. 
vertheless, some of the review times specified in the aetailed schedule provided with the 
we referenced letter seem either unnecessary or better accomplished as concurrent 
ivities. It has been agreed by DOE, EPA and CDH that, especially for draft documents, 
ncurrent reviews should be used to streamline environmental restoration projects. With 
s in mind, we are granting the following extensions to the LAG milestones: 

Deliverable Milestone 

Draft CMS/FS August 25, 1994 . 
Final CMS/FS November 22, 1994 

Draft PP 
Final PP 

November 22, 1994 
February 24, 1995 

Responsiveness Summary June 23, 1995 
Final RS September 22, 1995 

Draft CADlROD September 22, 1995 
Final CAD/ROD December 22, 1995 

So that you can better understand how these dates were determined, we a returning a 
uked up copy of the detailed GANT chart. As you will see, only the review activities are 
xMed or eliminated in the schedule, with a net savings of 50 working days before the 
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Mr. Richard Schassburger 
Department of Energy 
Rocky Flats Office 
P.O. Box 928 
Golden, Colorado 80402-0928 

RE: Operable Unit 1 Extension Request 

Dear Mr. Schassburger: 

This is in response to your letter of February 8, 1994, in which DOE requested 
extensions to the Interagency Agreement (IA) Table 6 milestones for Operable Unit 1 
(OU 1). EPA and CDH frnd good cause to grant an egtension to the schedule primarily 
based on the last reason cited, which is the need to incorporate recent efforts to develop a 
consistent, programmatic approach for conducting CMS/FS across all OUs at Rocky Flats. 
Nevertheless, some of the review times specified in the detailed schedule provided with the 
above referenced letter seem either unnecessary or better accomplished as concurrent 
activities. It has been agreed by DOE, EPA and CDH that, especially for draft documents, 
concurrent reviews should be used to streamline environmental restoration projects. With 
this in mind, we are granting the following extensions to the IAG milestones: 

Deliverable Milestone 

Draft CMS/FS August 25, 1994 . . .  

Final CMS/FS November 22, 1994 

Draft PP 
Final PP 

November 22, 1994 
February 24, 1995 

Responsiveness Summary June 23, 1995 
Final RS September 22, 1995 

Draft CAD/ROD September 22, 1995 
Final CAD/ROD December 22, 1995 

So that you can better understand how these dates were determined, we a returning a 
marked up copy of the detailed GANT chart. As you will see, only the review activities are 
modified or eliminated in the schedule, with a net savings of 50 working days before the 
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draft CMS/FS submittal date of August 25, 1994. In addition, EPA and CDH are adding ten 
days to the review times which DOE allotted them in the GANT chart. Even with this 
addition, the regulatory agencies are still scheduled for less review time than DOE will have. 

The agencies are granting DOE the full time requested for evaluating alternatives 
against the nine criteria and the comparative analysis of alternatives for OU 1. However, 
these tasks can probably be conducted during the agencies' review of technical memorandum 
11 and this will be considered for the schedules of future operable units. In addition, the 
NEPA review of alternatives task should be deleted from the CMS/FS schedule. A NEPA 
review of CERCLA documents is not necessary and was not considered in this milestone 
extension request. Beyond the November 22, 1994 milestone date, the remaining 
deliverables are adjusted to agree with the time allotted for them in the Interagency 
Agreement, Table 6. 

If you have any questions regarding these matters, please contact either Gary Meeman 
at'294-1071 or Jeff Swanson at 692-3416. 

I Sincerely, / 

Martin Hestmark, EPA 
Manager 
Rocky Flats Project 

Gar&. Baughman, CDH 
Chief 
Facilities Section 
Hazardous Waste Control Pr0,ga-n 

Enclosure 

cc: Tim Reeves, DOE 
Zeke Houk, EG&G 
Jeff Swanson, CDH 
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